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the second session of the 112th Con-
gress.

Our national debt recently surpassed
economic output, meaning the national
debt is now greater than the value of
the entire U.S. economy. Despite al-
most $1 trillion of stimulus spending,
there’s been 35 straight months of na-
tional unemployment averages greater
than 8 percent. These are the facts, Mr.
Speaker, yet some are calling for more
deficit spending and tax increases, and
that’s just plain wrong.

The best way to reduce our debt and
deficit is to get America back to work.
Over the last 12 months, this has been
the focus of this Chamber. The House
has passed more than 30 jobs bills,
most of which the Senate has refused
to consider. Next week will mark 1,000
days since the Senate has passed a
budget.

Today, the House again has taken
the steps to disapprove of further rais-
ing the debt ceiling. Failure to address
even a budget will only serve to speed
up our downward spiral. Mr. Speaker,
there is no way around it: Without
dealing with the debt, this country’s
long-term economic outlook will re-
main unclear.

———

REMEMBERING REV. BERNARD
REISER

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life of Rev. Bernard
Reiser, who passed away late last year
at the age of 87.

Ordained in the Catholic Church in
1949, Father Reiser spent most of his
adult life in the community of Coon
Rapids, Minnesota, where he estab-
lished Epiphany Catholic Church back
in 1964. He helped grow Epiphany from
a small 125-family parish to one of the
largest parishes in the State, with over
5,000 member families.

And though he was well known with-
in the community of Coon Rapids, Fa-
ther Reiser’s work extended far beyond
its borders. Since 1996, he had traveled
to Haiti, where he helped improve the
lives of the less fortunate. And last
year, he was honored for his inter-
national aid work by a local Twin Cit-
ies television station in our commu-
nity.

Though he will be missed, his mem-
ory does live on in the community and
the lives that he touched at Epiphany
and in Haiti.

———
CREATING JOBS IN AMERICA

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, there
are three things we need to do to cre-
ate jobs in America:

Number one, we need to roll back
job-killing regulations. You don’t have
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to work for worker safety at the ex-
pense of the job. There is a balance.
Government agencies need to work
with the entrepreneur and the em-
ployer and the job creator, not against
him or her. We can find a balance.

Number two, you need to drill your
own oil. For us to suggest and believe
that the people in the Middle East are
more environmentally friendly or more
sensitive than we are is ridiculous. We
have got to get our head out of the
Middle East sand and our drills and
bring it back home to America. If gas
fell $1 a gallon, it would be a huge eco-
nomic boom to our country.

And, number three, we need tax sim-
plification. Ask any audience, ‘“‘How
many of you fill out your own tax re-
turn?”’ and then ask, “How many of
you pay to fill out your own taxes?”
and inevitably you’ll find an 80/20 split.
It is ridiculous when 80 percent of the
people in America have to pay an ac-
countant or a lawyer to fill out their
taxes. We need tax simplification.

———

LOCAL KERNERSVILLE BUSI-
NESSES SHOW HOW PRIVATE
SECTOR CAN HELP PEOPLE

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the head-
lines regularly remind us about the
country’s trying economic times, but
back in the Fifth District of North
Carolina there are stories of people
coming together to help one another
through difficult situations—without
the help of government. In
Kernersville, North Carolina, for exam-
ple, two local businesses have played a
crucial role in ensuring that the com-
munity’s less fortunate are fed.

Over the holidays, the interior design
company Designer’s Attic and the con-
struction firm Friddle and Company,
Inc. paired up to bring thousands of
meals to the needy. Designer’s Attic
decorated Friddle and Company’s ‘‘Hol-
iday House,”” which was open to the
public for tours. Instead of a tour fee,
the businesses requested that visitors
pay in canned goods. Out of the shared
endeavor, the businesses were able to
donate enough food to the Second Har-
vest Food Bank for 17,000 meals.

In a time of difficult economic news
and consistent government overreach,
it’s a thrill to highlight this kind of
success story.

Congratulations to the good people
at Designer’s Attic and Friddle and
Company, Inc. for giving back to the
community in such a creative and ef-
fective manner.

GETTING BACK ON ROAD TO

PROSPERITY
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROKITA). Under the Speaker’s an-

nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.
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Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it’s a
privilege to be speaking on the floor
here this evening.

Here we’ve been talking for some
time about the huge deficit spending
that’s going on. In fact, Republicans
have promised to make massive cuts.
And the old story that used to be told
about the fellow Texan, Sam Rayburn,
about a young freshman Democrat
coming up and talking about how dif-
ficult things were here in the House
and that: Gee, as a Democrat, it’s obvi-
ous the Republicans are our enemy.
They’re trying to stop us from doing
what we need to, and, boy, the media’s
not helping. And Speaker Rayburn
stopped him, reportedly, and said: Son,
the Republicans are not your enemy.
The media is not your enemy. At the
other end of the hall, the Senate, now
they’re your enemy.

Well, I thought that was a strange
story when I heard that about Speaker
Rayburn, but the longer I've been here,
the more we see so many great bills
that have come out of the House in the
last year have gone down the hall and
are languishing for lack of action. And
so when I read that a friend down the
hall, Leader REID, was lambasting Re-
publicans for a do-nothing status, it
was remarkable to me that they could
have so many House bills sitting down
there waiting to do something and yet
doing nothing with them.

Now, we have been trying to get bills
passed into law that would make sub-
stantial cuts. It’s still, as our friend
from east Texas, Bo Pilgrim, used to
say, a mind-boggling thing to have
seen this President come in in 2009,
with Speaker PELOSI in charge of the
House and Leader REID in charge of the
Senate, and to know that we had been
just vilified as majority Republicans in
the House in 2006 for exceeding the
amount of income coming in by $160
billion, vilified, and yet when Presi-
dent Obama became the President and
Leader REID and Speaker PELOSI were
in charge, we ran a deficit of 10 times
that much in 1 year. Incredible.
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Now one thing that should not have
ever happened is to have our national
security out on the table as a bar-
gaining chip in the debt ceiling nego-
tiation. But it was. And we were told
that, Gee, neither side is going to allow
those kinds of cuts to occur to our na-
tional security.

And lo and behold, being in Afghani-
stan, seeing the new year come in with
our military men and women in some
remote operating areas—I went with
Senator JIM INHOFE from Oklahoma
and JOE BARTON from Texas—and being
in remote areas, it was amazing to hear
some folks say, We're already being
told amounts that we’re going to be
cut because of the sequestration com-
ing. Talking with some of our Texas
National Guard folks, I've been told
over the last couple of weeks, We’re al-
ready being told about moneys that are
being cut. These are people that are
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trying to protect and defend our coun-
try.

I went to the deployment ceremony
of a unit leaving from Lufkin, Texas,
being deployed as guard. And they’re
hearing, as they’re being deployed,
about cuts to the amount of money
they will have to protect them while
they’re protecting us. Absolutely out-
rageous.

As we talk about doing what’s best
for America and as we hear from people
around the world that think of the
United States as ‘‘the great Satan,”
one would think—especially if they
studied history—that the last thing we
would want to do is to hurt our na-
tional security, yet that is where we’re
going.

It seems also clear that those negoti-
ating from the Republican side during
the debt ceiling bill made an assump-
tion that turned out to be false, that
the Democrats in the Senate would
never allow the sequestration of $100,
$200, $300 billion from Medicare. That
was a bad assumption because the same
Democratic leadership in the Senate
passed ObamaCare, which brought
about $500 billion in cuts to Medicare.
So of course they were going to be will-
ing to allow sequestration because this
time they would be able to blame Re-
publicans for also being part of what
caused the cuts. Cuts to Medicare and
cuts to our national security, not a
good idea. Not a good idea.

National Review Online had an arti-
cle out in the last couple of days with
some great information; and we have
taken that information and put it in
short form from the article and double
checked; and apparently, these are ac-
curate numbers. These numbers, if any-
body cares to contest them, actually
come from President Obama’s own Of-
fice of Management and Budget.

It turns out that as this President
and his administration have com-
plained about not having money, not
having the ability to make cuts, hav-
ing to make draconian cuts to Medi-
care and to our national defense, his
administration has been sitting on
money, hundreds of billions of dollars
of money that they haven’t spent from
2010 and 2011. They’re complaining
about not being able to even cut $5 bil-
lion or $10 billion when it turns out
they’re sitting on hundreds of billions
of dollars that have not been obligated,
have not been spent from 2010 and 2011.

So let’s take a look at the money
that this administration has not been
willing to cut, even though it’s unobli-
gated, it’s unspent, it’s been appro-
priated, they have the ability to spend
it or save it or spend it for something
else. And yet this administration just
can’t seem to want to cut loose from
this money to reduce the deficit, to cut
down on the money we borrow from
China, to cut down on the deficit
spending or the reduction in spending
for the military, reduction in spending
for Medicare. How about that? It turns
out they’re sitting on all this money.

The Department of the Treasury,
under the direction of Secretary Tim
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Geithner—hopefully he will be okay
getting his tax return in this year. He
is sitting on $226 billion that was ap-
propriated; and yet it is sitting there
unobligated, unspent. Yet Timothy
Geithner has told us, you know, there’s
just no money to do what he feels
needs to be done. He was out there this
summer saying, We’ve got to raise
taxes because this poor gentleman was
not going to be able to cut loose, as we
find out, of the $226 billion he’s got sit-
ting in change. And that is not even in-
cluding the $125 billion that he still has
in TARP assets or money, and it’s esti-
mated by some to be maybe about $50
billion in additional assets. So around
$170, $175 billion remaining from TARP,
$226 billion sitting there appropriated.
I guess that means we’ve already bor-
rowed 42 cents of every dollar from the
Chinese. So we’re sitting on it.

Then the Department of Defense.
Since we’ve got $78 billion that the De-
fense Department has unobligated—it
has been appropriated but unspent—
why couldn’t we use some of that $78
billion to help eliminate some of the
cuts that are being suggested—in fact,
being demanded of Defense?

You’ve got the Department of Trans-
portation with $45 billion in unobli-
gated, unspent money from 2010 to 2011.
You’ve got $40 billion from the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services
sitting there unobligated, unspent from
2010 and 2011. Department of Housing
and Urban Development, $23.8 billion
sitting there. Department of Edu-
cation, $19 billion.

And the thought comes, What if we
did away with the Department of Edu-
cation and all that money that comes
pouring into Washington every year—
some of it borrowed—and it gets held
here in Washington and gets funded to
administrators and bureaucrats that
have nothing to do with actually
teaching anything, how about if we
just turn that right around and send it
right back to those States and say,
We’re taking our grimy fingers off of
that money; we’re not going to keep
any of it because we think it is that
important that it go for education?
And how about if we, by doing that,
therefore, encourage every State—as 1
believe it was Newt Gingrich who sug-
gested to then let go so many of the ad-
ministrators in each State capital that
are not involved in any kind of teach-
ing, just involved in dictation to local
school boards? And of course for every
bureaucrat that we have to have right
now in Washington, they have to have
at least one in every State capital be-
cause they’ve got to carry out the as-
signments from Washington. And then
for every one in the State capital,
you’ve got to have bureaucrats at each
local school district to carry out those
assignments.

I was shocked to go online and see
that one of the best school districts in
east Texas was saying that they were
proud to note that half of all their
school district employees were actu-
ally teachers.
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So when I went to look at that a lit-
tle further, you go back to before
President Jimmy Carter created the
Department of Education. That num-
ber was closer to 75 percent in Texas.
Now it’s around 50 percent in Texas.
But before there was a Federal Depart-
ment of Education, about 70, 75 percent
of all Texas education employees were
just wonderful school teachers, like my
mother, like my sister, like my wife
was. Now, that’s getting teachers,
that’s getting people in the education
system where they can do some good.

So you have the Department of Edu-
cation sitting on $19 billion. You go on-
line and look up how many school dis-
tricts there are in America, and divide
them into $19 billion, you’d have school
districts that were not having to fire
teachers right now. That would do a
world of good.

But we’ve got bureaucrats here in
Washington that think it is more im-
portant that they sit there with a slush
fund, $19 billion unobligated, unspent
funds from 2010/2011.

You’ve got the Department of Labor.
They’ve got $18 billion sitting there
from 2010 and 2011. And we acknowl-
edge it is important for them to sit on
a slush fund because they have so
many things they have to do, like they
have to run to States like South Caro-
lina and tell them, you can’t have a
new Boeing plant in your State because
we’re trying to help unions in Wash-
ington. Even though not one single
union worker in Washington was going
to lose their job or be adversely af-
fected, we’re going to rush in and be,
not a referee, we're going to be a play-
er/referee, and we’re going to dictate,
like used to be done by caesars, kings,
czars, emperors, pharaohs.

They thought they had the authority
to come into South Carolina and play
Pharaoh and say, nope, you’re not
going to have these jobs. Well, once the
unions finally got satisfied, then isn’t
it amazing that the NLRB backed off
some. I think we’ve seen the NLRB is
something we could do away with, and
one of our colleagues in our party here
in the House has a bill that will do just
that. I think it’s time to do that.

Department of Agriculture, $14 bil-
lion sitting unspent, unobligated from
2010/2011.

The Department of State, they don’t
have quite as much money sitting
there as some of these other depart-
ments, but they still have $8.7 billion
sitting unobligated, unspent from the
last 2 years.

Department of Homeland Security,
$7.2 billion. Now, they may want to use
some of that to go buy some more of
these machines from our friend, Sec-
retary Chertoff. What a waste of money
those were.

Then you’ve got the Department of
the Interior at $6.7 billion sitting
unspent, unobligated in their coffers.

Department of Energy. The Depart-
ment of Energy that was set up by
President Carter, with the purpose of
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getting us off of dependence on foreign
oil, and every year the Department of
Energy has existed one thing has been
consistent. And we’ve got to give them
credit for this. One thing has been very
consistent from the Department of En-
ergy. Every year they’ve existed we’ve
become more dependent on foreign oil.

So if you’re in the private sector, and
you went all these years, 32 years,
working on 33 years or so, with a de-
partment in your business that got fur-
ther and further from its original goal,
you’d probably cancel that department,
get rid of it, disband it. Not here in
government. Not only are they not
doing what would help America by get-
ting us off dependence on foreign oil,
they are actually working in conjunc-
tion with the Department of the Inte-
rior to make us more dependent on for-
eign oil, and to limit the amount of
production here in the United States.

Just today, the President of the
United States has had the incredible
nerve to step up and say, there are
thousands and thousands and thou-
sands of Americans who I am going to
deprive of the opportunity to have a
good union job. And there are thou-
sands and thousands and thousands of
more Americans who would be sup-
pliers for those people who would be
working on the Keystone pipeline, ev-
erything from private suppliers to peo-
ple that work in steel plants that
would be providing the pipe, to be pro-
viding the materials that would be
used, that would be building the heavy
equipment that would be used, all of
those thousands and thousands and
thousands of ripple jobs that would be
coming, this President today is saying,
I am not going to allow you to have
that kind of job.

We’re going to keep pushing, the
President might as well have said, to
make sure you can get unemployment
for 99 weeks, and we can keep you from
reaching your God-given potential of
actually producing, because there is a
great deal of satisfaction for doing
something productive, seeing the prod-
ucts of your hands. That’s why, as my
wife would tell you, I actually enjoy
getting out in the backyard on week-
ends, kind of tough during the winter,
but actually getting out there and
doing things, so that when I finish I
can see I've done something produc-
tive, because we come up here and we
pass some good legislation in the
House, it never becomes law.

We pass things and encourage the
President to get the Senate to help us
pass off on things so people could be-
come productive, and they could get
their own jobs and become productive
and they wouldn’t need to become so
dependent on the Federal Government.
It gets pretty frustrating.

But you’ve got a Department of En-
ergy sitting there, $5.6 billion unobli-
gated, unspent from the last 2 years.

Department of Veterans Affairs. You
would think that with all of the vet-
erans who need assistance, who need
help, who have problems, both psycho-
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logically, physically, that some of that
$5.2 billion that’s been sitting there for
the last couple of years, it could have
been used to help our veterans, you
would think. Our veterans need help.

President Bush, right before he left
office, had asked a retired military, re-
tired Army General to do an assess-
ment of the VA and make rec-
ommendations. He had some good rec-
ommendations. Unfortunately, they’ve
not been carried out by this adminis-
tration.

But one of the things he told me per-
sonally, privately, he said, the problem
with the Veterans Administration is
they’re supposed to be an assistance or-
ganization, and, instead, they think
they’re an adversarial organization.
They should be assisting our veterans.
And yet, so often, every time a veteran
comes through the door needing help,
they look at them as if they’re a thief
coming in to steal something. Our vet-
erans deserve better than that.

There are some VA clinics, VA
places, you know, in Lufkin, I keep
asking our veterans—even though I did
4 years in the Army I'm not entitled to
this care, but I want to make sure that
our veterans get what they think is
best for them. People around Lufkin
that go to that clinic, they say, hey, I
would far rather go to this VA clinic
than any other medical facility.
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Other places I hear from veterans
that go to other clinics that say, I'd
just as soon you give us a card and let
us go to any doctor or any clinic we
want. But at the same time all of this
is going on, and we were told there now
is a need to increase the contribution
for veterans for TRICARE, we find out
there’s $5.2 billion that has been sitting
there unspent, unobligated for the last
couple of years.

Department of Justice, $1.9 billion
here that we have them coming in be-
fore our committee whining and moan-
ing about all of the millions and mil-
lions of dollars they need. Turns out
they’ve got $1,900 million that they
could use instead of coming begging
here for more money from Congress.

You’ve got other independent agen-
cies and miscellaneous: $82 billion un-
obligated, unspent; Office of Personnel
Management $55 billion. I know that
the administration spends more money
than any other administration in his-
tory, far and away a lot more, but you
would think that they wouldn’t have to
come demanding more and more money
and put pressure on HARRY REID down
in the Senate to get more and more out
of the House because they just can’t
live on the $55 billion slush fund they
have from the last couple of years
unspent.

International assistance programs,
$45 billion. I’'ve said it over and over,
but it is absolutely true. I've seen it
firsthand going around. You could even
see it in some areas of Afghanistan.
You don’t have to pay people to hate
you. They’ll do it for free. It would
save a lot of money.
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I still have a U.N. voting account-
ability bill. I filed it my fourth time in
this fourth Congress I've been in. It
says unless you vote with the United
States over half the time in the U.N.
that you shouldn’t get any foreign as-
sistance from the United States. Again,
these people in foreign countries that
hate us, it is absolutely their right to
do so. But we don’t have to pay people
to hate us. They’ll do it for free.

Environmental Protection Agency,
one of those things that was created
when Congress made the mistake of
giving the Nixon administration the
power to consolidate and reorganize
government and make it more effi-
cient. The Nixon administration cre-
ated the Environmental Protection
Agency. And right now, the EPA is in
the process of costing thousands and
thousands and thousands of people jobs
all over America, and this administra-
tion is doing nothing to rein them in.

Some people have said, well, can the
Congress do something about that?
Sure we can. We can get rid of the
EPA. I've been told by some Federal
authorities: But you don’t understand.
Even though Texas has an environ-
mental commission, the TCEQ, there
are a handful of States that don’t have
environmental commissions for their
States, so we need one for the whole
country. What happened to the Ninth
and 10th amendment? If it is just inside
the State, doesn’t involve interstate
commerce, then why shouldn’t we let
the States take care of those issues?
Instead, the EPA is spending some of
their slush fund money to sue States
like Texas and others, shutting down
power plants.

And I would have thought today that
when the President released his state-
ment about why he was going to de-
prive tens of thousands of Americans
jobs immediately where they could
earn their own way and own their own
things without the government hand-
outs, that he would at least be able to
say, ‘‘Because I have a better plan of
getting us off foreign oil.” That’s not
what he said.

Apparently, it’s the President’s posi-
tion he wants to get us off oil—not off
foreign oil, just off oil. He wants to put
more people out of work, increase the
cost of gasoline and diesel, which
means increasing the cost of every-
thing you buy in America because
transportation costs have to be figured
in.

The one good thing about the Presi-
dent killing the Keystone pipeline that
you have to acknowledge with money
like the EPA has, $4 billion, and Trans-
portation, $45 billion sitting there in
their slush fund unobligated, unspent
from the last 2 years, different other
Agencies, Departments, Department of
the Interior, by cancelling the Key-
stone pipeline, they won’t have to
spend money checking it out, regu-
lating, making sure things are done ap-
propriately. They can spend these hun-
dreds of billions of dollars, if they care
to do so, on more Solyndras. Isn’t that
a great thing?
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We will be able to fund more crony
capitalism. Somebody wants to come
in and claim they’re going to create
some Kkind of solar product, then this
administration will take a good look at
it; and there’s a good chance if you're
a Republican you can forget it, but if
you're not, you may very well be the
next Solyndra to get money appro-
priated for you. And heck, we may even
have one of the administrations step in
when the United States, as a creditor,
wants to stand in line and get repaid
for loans that are made and downgrade
those loans and put other unsecured
creditors in front, just as the adminis-
tration did in the bailout of the auto
manufacturers, turn the Constitution
upside down, deprive people with prop-
erty of due process. There’s a lot of
good money to do those good projects
that the President has been doing for
the last 3 years.

So, Mr. Speaker, I hope that in the
days ahead, as people hear more and
more complaining and whining from
the administration about there not
being any money, gee, we’re going to
have to raise taxes, I hope that there
will be people in America that will
look at these figures and say: Enough
whining. Let us tell you about a short-
age of money. You keep taking our
money in taxes and sitting on it in
your Departments. Enough is enough.
It’s time to be accountable. It’s time to
let money be in the hands where it is
earned so we can get this economy
going again.

One thing is for sure. Even though
we’ve spent more money than any na-
tion in history no matter how you
want to look at it, whether it’s in dol-
lars or whether it’s in percentage of
GDP, this administration has been on a
course for ruin; and I just hope that as
this administration continues to follow
the lead of countries like Greece, Italy,
Spain, others in economic trouble, that
hopefully, before we go over the cliff
with them, there will be enough of us
that can stop the wagon train and get
us back on the right road to prosperity.

Quick recap: $687 billion that has
been appropriated or unobligated,
unspent from 2010 and 2011, so we
shouldn’t hear any more bellyaching
about there being a shortage of money
by this administration. It’s time to
help the American people, not the
bloated government.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

————
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SUNSHINE AND APPLE PIE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. WOODALL) is recognized for 30
minutes.

Mr. WOODALL. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. I appreciate the time. I appre-
ciate your giving me a moment to set
up my charts, because I've got some
pretty ones down here, and I'm sorry
you can’t see them, Mr. Speaker.
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I've got here the White House. The
White House isn’t the President’s
house. It’s our house. Every time I
drive by, Mr. Speaker, every time I go
past, I think, you know what? I own
that. I may live in a little old apart-
ment of my own, but when I drive by
the White House, I think, I own a piece
of that. That house belongs to me. I do
hope every American believes that
same thing. It is our house. So, if you
have not gone to your Member of Con-
gress to try to get a tour of the White
House, I encourage you to do it. I en-
courage you to do it because it belongs
to you, and Presidents, Republican and
Democrat alike, open up those doors so
that we can see our White House in
America, Mr. Speaker. It’s a symbol of
freedom around the world.

I printed this one up in full color. I
spent a little extra. I'm pretty thrifty
in my budget. If you know anything
about me, not only do we cut our budg-
et here in the United States House of
Representatives, but I cut mine an-
other 10 percent. Beyond that, we’re
going to give back about $300,000 to the
American taxpayer, but we spent the
extra money to put down the blue sky
of optimism because this is the Presi-
dent’s election night victory speech in
2008. Do you remember it? Do you re-
member it, Mr. Speaker?—because I re-
member it. I remember the promise of
a better day, and here it is as he’s talk-
ing about bipartisanship, because it
gets a lot of lip service in this body,
Mr. Speaker, but it takes hard work. It
takes hard work. Here we go. He is
talking about bipartisanship and about
partisanship in particular. He says:

I will resist the temptation to fall
back on the same partisanship and pet-
tiness and immaturity that has
poisoned our politics for far too long.

He hadn’t been sworn in yet. The in-
auguration hadn’t happened yet. His
victory speech 2008:

I will resist the temptation to fall
back on the same partisanship and pet-

tiness and immaturity that has
poisoned our politics for far too long.
That inspires me, Mr. Speaker.

Would that it be true.

Let’s move past full color to the
stark black and white, which is the
world we’re living in today. Here is the
President from last month, giving up
on that commitment of bipartisanship.
When questioned about the partisan
angle that he took throughout the So-
cial Security debate, throughout the
doc fix debate, throughout the unem-
ployment debate, he concluded:

It was gonna take more than a year.
It was gonna take more than 2 years. It
was gonna take more than one term.
Probably takes more than one Presi-
dent.

Mr. Speaker, you know as well as I
know we’ve only been in this institu-
tion just over 1 year now. It does not
take time. It takes courage to make
things happen in this body. It does not
take hours. It takes I do’s.” It takes
somebody standing up and saying, ‘I
will be responsible for that,”” which the
President did. He said:
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I will be responsible for ushering a
new era into Washington, D.C.

As a freshman legislator, I took him
at his word. Four years later, here we
are. Can’t do it in a year. Can’t do it in
2 years. He couldn’t do it in 3 years,
and now he says it probably takes more
than one President. It might take a dif-
ferent President, but he says it’s going
to take more than one.

Let me take you back to sunshine
and apple pie, Mr. Speaker, because
that’s what we’re about here in Amer-
ica. We thrive on challenges. We thrive
on opportunities to do better. We want
one generation to do better than the
previous generation, and we want the
next generation to do better than our
generation. Here is what President
Obama says in August 2008 in talking
about his Vice Presidential pick:

After decades of steady work across
the aisle, I know he’ll—in talking
about Senator BIDEN, now Vice Presi-
dent BIDEN—be able to help me turn
the page on the ugly partisanship in
Washington so we can bring Democrats
and Republicans together to pass an
agenda that works for the American
people.

Who doesn’t believe in that, Mr.
Speaker? Who doesn’t believe in that?
Who doesn’t believe it’s not necessarily
compromise and that it can be con-
sensus? Who doesn’t believe on coming
together to pass an agenda that works
for the American people?

You do, Mr. Speaker. I do.

I’1l take you back to the stark black
and white of where we’ve come, of
President Obama in November 2010, a
year ago. When talking about why it is
his administration has taken on such a
partisan tone, he says this:

I neglected some of the things that
matter a lot to people, and rightly so
that they matter: maintaining a bipar-
tisan tone in Washington. I'm going to
redouble my efforts to go back to some
of those first principles.

Mr. Speaker, you and I came here for
the same reason. We came here to get
stuff done for our constituents back
home. We came here to uphold the Con-
stitution and the freedoms that it pre-
serves for our constituents back home.
We’ve been stuck in an environment in
Washington, D.C., where the Senate re-
fuses to act on any of the legislation
that we put forward and where it re-
fuses to act on any of its own legisla-
tion. Then we have a President who
says this about his leadership in this
town:

I neglected some of the things that
matter a lot to people, and rightly so
that they matter: maintaining a bipar-
tisan tone in Washington. I'm going to
redouble my efforts to go back to some
of those first principles.

Mr. Speaker, that’s the funny thing
about principles. You’re not supposed
to have to go back to them. You’re sup-
posed to stick with them day in, day
out, in good times, in bad times. It’s
easy to have principles in the good
times. Whoo, it’s easy. It’s when times
get tough that principles really mat-
ter. This was a year ago, Mr. Speaker.
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